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Abstract

In this paper, the water quality physicochemical characteristics and community structure of phy-
toplankton and zooplankton in 5 ponds with four culture modes of shrimp without mulching film,
shrimp with mulching film, mixed culture with fish and shrimp, and pure fish culture were inves-
tigated in the middle and late stage of pond culture. The results showed that from the phy-
si-cochemical characteristics of water quality, pH, dissolved oxygen and water temperature were
properly controlled in the mulch shrimp culture mode, and TRN and P were at a high level. The pH
of fish and shrimp mixed culture was high. The pure fish culture model showed the characteristics
of high transparency, high dissolved oxygen, low temperature, low pH and low nitrogen and
phosphorus. From the perspective of plankton community structure, the species of phytoplankton
are mainly brate-water species, and the species of zooplankton are mainly saltwater species. In
the middle period of culture, the two shrimp culture modes and the fish-shrimp mixed culture
mode cyanobacteria are dominant species, while the pure fish culture mode diatom is absolutely
dominant, and the protozoa and rotifer are absolutely dominant in the dominant zooplankton
species, indicating that the miniaturization of zooplankton is widespread. The copepods in shrimp
culture mode without mulching film and fish culture mode are dominant, which indicates that the
ecological stability of the pond is good. Based on the above results, this paper proposes measures
to control water quality, control cyanobacteria and reduce the miniaturization of zoo-plankton, in
order to provide certain data support and scientific reference for improving the existing aquacul-
ture model, improving the comprehensive economic benefits of pond aquaculture and realizing
sustainable development.
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Figure 1. Setting of sample station in different aquaculture pond models
1. TEFEMEERERGRIRE
Table 1. Latitude and longitude of different aquaculture pond models
#* 1. TRIFEMERENEGE
b N E
1 5ty 20.641020° 110.398784°
2 St 20.637343° 110.390528°
3 it 20.631768° 110.391374°
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4 S 20.640392° 110.399113°
5 Sl 20.641022° 110.398816°

2.2. BEmRERMESTH

BRI, 765 MBI DD B A 1 m AR e Kk 1 ANSREE S, B AN A
5ANKAE s, e . B, KR pH. BMRARUE I, RN KA 80 BUSRK 88 4 I TE AR
MUREE S LKFE, BB —AB/MANRE, HTEBHRRNE T e S e sai. 5 IR
SRR, DGRAT IR IR AR S KRR 4L

IKFERAE: B 2.5 L IBA /KB N BBRHR s I ) R B 1 L IR A /KB NSRBI, n 15 mL
(& 5F IR (Lugel’ s) [ 58 s W iFshWnRkgE: B 20 L IR A /KEE, £ 25# (300 H)JFEMIMLjeE, A
100 mL R+, FH 5% R A E 2 . EIRAKFERTAEYIRE S 5T 5 AT BB R AR B [17], LA IR i
AW e A BT [15] [16] [18]-[24], ZKJFMISE J7 ik 36 2 Fivw.

Table 2. Water quality index and determination methods

= 2. KBIERREMEF A

M =g 78 VAR I IWAREA
EhAE. 5. pH. IE%(DO) HQ2200 M7 fE 45 X 2 ZHUK T 43 X
%W (SD) I KA
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TEAH R & (NO,-N) N-(1-%83)-Z. = Hob ik
SR Z(NO3-N) BE - FEJRIE
TE IR 2R (PO4-P P,0s) BB L
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3.1 ZMFERNEKREBUFHERE S

VR B I 2 A R IR AR B AR AE IS AN 3 . PIMORT IR SRR L, 1 = i T s s
URFRAERE GBI . AL pH MVA MRS RO, TEE. MIRE. WA THREAA Xk 2 I
BURARS £ 2 SI0IEA UM TR A A S Al B, GBI, TR, pH AR R IUEIR, =R

— T IR Y AR . SRR IR RS, 3 SRE I . pH. VAR

J= 1

Fv =R

E[E

PR R ORI R IR AR A 4 STRIE LSRR IR T 3 Sy, IR A A SRR SRR U P
AN pH 2 2B ACTIRES . AEFR RIS SitbE), B L RBHR PR T 0 AR R AR A AR

FRiE, pH MV, B EE T .

Table 3. Seasonal dynamics of water depth in different aquaculture pond models

F+ 3. NEFFEMERE RKRPOFTETS

e s oK RE o en TERCETE S O e mgl moL
1 5 148 32 7.97 7.52 52
2 5 148 32 8.39 7.8 55
15 3 5 148 32.1 8.40 7.6 50 0021 0035 0119 0.125
4 5 148 32.1 8.43 8.0 51
5 5 148 323 8.55 7.3 50
1 15 166 31.6 7.36 6.2 42
2 15 166 31.3 7.26 6.5 42
25 3 15 160 30.9 7.28 6.4 46 0.052 0.380 0.430 1.868
4 15 160 31.2 7.41 6.7 45
5 15 160 32 7.30 5.7 43
1 6 154 323 9.02 115 50
2 6 154 32.8 9.27 12.7 52
35 3 6 154 32.3 9.23 12.7 49 0.016 0.058 0.176 0.579
4 6 154 32.0 9.24 12.7 54
5 6 154 32.0 9.32 12.9 50
1 0 140 326 8.33 10.3 0
2 0 140 32.2 8.7 10.2 0
45 3 0 140 34 9.4 10.3 0 0012 0.028 0114  0.098
4 0 140 32.8 8.9 10.6 0
5 0 140 325 8.99 9.6 0
1 5 155 321 7.99 5.8 39
2 5 155 32.1 8.04 6.0 60
5% 3 5 155 31.4 8.04 5.7 50 0.012 0.030 0.115 0.025
4 5 155 317 8.05 43 54
5 5 155 31.2 8.23 5.8 53
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3.2. HMFFERNE R HEMHEESH

3.2.1. BIFEYIMAER KT

AN R DAL B 53 AR WL 4o 85— U 25 18] (R ), 5/l S H A3 Rh i,
HARER] 12 Bl RESETT L3R, AEIT 2 Fh, FRVEEDT 4 Rh, BRI 2 Bh, BRWEID 2 Fh, SREETT 8 .
Horb 1 S IECH AR JEHIIR) 7 B, FEONIEEEANEEE; 2 S IEOMUARE HUR) 16 P, 32 BN SREER K
3 SIhYE(FAINEIR) 22 Fh, NSRS, WEEAREE; 4 SHIE(EINETR) 13 F, FEONEEBRASE; 5
SUIE(Al IR ) 13 Fl, FEAREE.

SR E W GRS W) 3 MBIEIL R I 17 Py, BEEEIT 4 BP, REMEITS BP, &1
Fh, FHGEETT LA, BRGEET] L FR, BT 1 Fh, SE00 4 Mo Ho 1 Sy IECHUR A HUR) 4 Fh, B ONREEE;
3 Sy (MR SR) 8 Fl, T EONREEE; 4 SUhIH(FAANETR) 11 F, FEONIEEE.

Table 4. The species composition and distributions of phytoplankton in different aquaculture pond models

4. FRFFEMBER N FIEYOMAR R 7

2021.5.12 2021.06.30
LES I 15 2% 3% 4% 5% 185 3% 4%
WhE O VIE JbYE VIR JbYE JRIE I IR
WEI] Cyanophyta
HERiE A4k Dactylococcopsis rhaphidioides +
EIREE 41 5 Dactylococcopsis acicularis + +
/NP5 Merismopedia minima + + +
FUPRORG R Gloeocapsa punctata +
/NS £ R Chroococcus minor + + +
VA BRI Chroococcus limneticus +
N £ Bk v Chroococcus turgidus +
ZINGITI A 22 8 Peptolyngbya tenuis + + ¥ +
ROy o Pseudanabaena catenata + + + +
/BB Oscillatoria tenuis +
IR e v Spirulina sp. +
Ri] AU, £ 35 Anabaenopsis arnoldii +
REED Bacillariophyta
Mg Je /N Cyclotella meneghiniana + +
2 BUNA T Cyclotella striata + + + +
EW/NREE Cyclotella asterocostata +
BIRMEHR Chaetoceros muelleri + + + + + +
TN Navicula exigua + + +
KPGHE Pinnularia major +
HV#E Amphiprora alata +
IINM S Cymbella laevis +
s [ G T 5 Cocconeis placentula +
BB Nitzschia palea ¥
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i JE AR
PElAlE 2 S
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FH Hh B 35
EH AT Y
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P IR
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Nitzschia stagnorum
Nitzschia longissima
Pseudo-nitzschia pungens
Pleurosigma sp.
Chrysophyta
Chromulina pascheri
Ochromonas mutabilis
Pyrrophyta
Glenodinium gymnodinium
Gymnodinium aeruginosum
Peridinium umbonatum
Protoperidinium sp.
Cryptophyta
Cryptomonas ovata
Cryptomonas erosa
Chroomonas acuta
Euglenophyta
Euglena viridis
Euglena pisciformis
Trachelomonas oblonga
Chlorophyta
Chlamydomonas globosa
Tetraselmis elliptica
Chlorella ellipsoidea
Chlorella pyrenoidosa
Kirchneriella contorta
Ankistrodesmus acicularis
Schroederia robusta
Oocystis borgei

Crucigenia apiculata

3.2.2. BHENEENTEL
PR A 2V DR 0 2 P B R AR A G P 2 BT o B — R A 1A (FR A P ) 5 AN R T 1
HPE N 2.10 x 108 ind./L, 1 S ER I ) 5.93 x 10% ind./L, DAL N, 2 SR H
f5%) 0.46 x 10% ind./L, DABEEERIF#EENE: 3 SibIE(fUFREE) 0.62 x 10° ind/L, VAME#EMGESE NE; 4
S E (AR IR) 2.04 x 10% ind. /L, DA AEESE N 3 ; 5 S b iE (4l f) 1.44 x 10% ind /L, ARESE N .
S U A R (GRS ) 3 AN B T B N 3.2 x 107 ind /L, 1 5t OhF R JE ) S 6.40 X
10" ind. /L, VASEEEAIEESE N E; 3 SUbIE(HANESE) N 1.02 x 107 ind /L, DIGEE. EEMFENTE; 45

I (PR %) A 2.05 x 107 ind./L, DA BRI A .
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Figure 2. The seasonal dynamics of phytoplankton density in different aquaculture
pond models
2. FNEFEMEREIHENEENEDIE

3.2.3. RFEMEYVERTTL

PRI B ) A P R N 2 AR A U 1] 3 BoR e 25— A A IR (GRAE ), 5 AN IhIH R IR 471
AW )y 38.87 mo/L, 1 SIIHCHERCHIIE) 3.44 mo/L, TEDIEEEMEEE, 2 SIbIECH IR HIE) 59.45
mo/L, EEDIEEMFE, 3 SiE(aEFESR) 55.81 mo/L, T EUIEEEAIRE, 4 SibH(EINESR) 29.19
mo/L, DM, 5 S (AR 0) 46.48 mo/L, T DIREEEASEE . 55— UCR A IR GRS ),
3 AN IR A YRR 8.07 mg/L, 1 Sl IEGHEREHLAR) v 2.00 mg/L, EENREEE; 3 SithyE(#
UREFR) M 10.02 mg/L, FENEEEMSEEE; 4 SIhIH(AUNETR) Y 12.20 mg/L, 5 E )yl SR EE .
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Figure 3. The seasonal dynamics of phytoplankton biomass in different aquaculture
pond models
3. TREIFFEMBEEN TR EIEMEN TR

3.24. FHEEVHNSHMEERSHSEERHNT=EY
PR I D ) 2 REVE SR E0C S 2 5 FERR BRI I s AR 3] 4 P 35— DR A 93 R] (FR A P 39),
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5 AN I AT 38 2 AR BN S 4R 40 7 D 1.66 F110.41, Horh 3 St il (MR TR) 2 PR R L
R LIS E U =, 205y 3.09 Al 0.69, 1 “Sithyi(xFuFJCHh ) 22 FF M R AU S FEFR B A%, 203N
0.20 1 0.07. 2 KA BRI (GREEE B), 3 ANV RE ) 135 2 R PE R BRI 51 BE 4R 500 5l v 1.68
1054, 4 FibiE(EINESR)Z TR BN S e Ea S, 208 2.91 F1 0.84, 1 -5t IF (X R I Hb )
ZAEVETR RN S FEFR B AR, 430 0.37 1 0.18.
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Figure 4. Seasonal dynamics of diversity index and evenness index of phytoplankton in differ-
ent aquaculture pond models

B 4. TRIFEMERF I EY SRR RN 5 E R M HEES

3.25. EHENRBFHRIREE

IR AR 5 Fin. S UCRE MR GREE ), 1 5 Coh R 1 ) £t 35 Ay 8
1 Fls 2 St RHIR A Hu ) AR S8R 9 W e 1 Ff, 283 3 Bl 3 Sl (VR IR) LA PO IE B 2 Fh, kv
MGEHES LA 4 STbIE(FEINEIR) AN MRS 1A, 5 SibiEliza) A ASE 1 F.
FIHE AR GRAEE A, 15 b R TE b ) 0 AR AR AN SR 5 1 By 3 St (F R VR IR) TR A
FUONUEEE LA, PR LORPORIZRER 2 Bl 4 Sl (UM IR) AR IEEE 2 Fh, fEEE. SIS 1.

Table 5. Dominance of phytoplankton in different aquaculture pond models

5. FRIFFAMERN PIZIHEMH NS E

KA ] Ty fRFFH(Y > 0.02)
1 Sith 3 AUHROREERTE Gloeocapsa punctata (# % 171)

/NG 42 3% Leptolyngbya tenuis (W[ 7)

& A% /NERTE Chlorella pyrenoidosa (447:17])
7 G FETE Oocystis borgei (4 17)

Jif 423 Planctonema lauterbornii (£#3:17)

27N F-243% Merismopedia minima (% #17)
BElR 1 2 Pseudanabaena catenata (5 7%:(])
AT Chaetoceros muelleri (FE#:(7])

B A% /NERE: Chlorella pyrenoidosa (4% 7])

i FC 48 I 7 Anabaenopsis arnoldii (%1 7)
£ KA i Chaetoceros muelleri (7% (7)

5 Sy & A% /NER T Chlorella pyrenoidosa (44717])

2 S

2021.5.12
3 SithdE

4 Sk
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A fAE# Chaetoceros muelleri (FE )
H [94%/NER#E Chlorella pyrenoidosa (4% 1)

/N #2375 Leptolyngbya tenuis (71 7)
J5% B % Protoperidinium (FF3#(7])

E B #/NKEE Chlorella pyrenoidosa (4:7%17])
W7 R FEEE Oocystis borgei (4%7:17])

/NI ERTEE Chroococcus minor (H5 75 17)
/NI 22 7% Leptolyngbya tenuis (857 17)

A KA B Chaetoceros muelleri (B35 7)
A543 Chromulina pascheri (43 17)

E A #%/NEk Chlorella pyrenoidosa (£47%17)

1 it

3 Syt
2021.6.30

4 S

3.3. HHF AR ER R ERIEE S

3.3.1. B & E S

%2 P 77 R A T s S R A B S LAY AR U35 6 BT o 85— VR 25 1A (R Hh ) 5 ST
S E 43 Ff, Hodr 1S IEC IR o) 18 Fh, 2 S it JF GO HR A HUIR) 25 Fi, 3 St (AR FR) 17
Fh, 4 SyhYEEANESE) 12 F0, 5 SHbIE(4iFEfM) 16 Fh. 2 AR GREG ) 3 MMhiE % e 30
Bl Forp 1 S IE IR o) 15 Fh, 3 St (IR FR) 20 B, 4 SithIE(HAERESR) 16 Fho

Table 6. Species composition and distributions of zooplankton in different aquaculture pond models

% 6. TRFFAMBER N F N YOMARE 7

2021.5.12 2021.6.30
TUES hi T
1 5 ih 32 S IE3 St IE4 SIS S L SIS S iE4 S
FAZ) Protozoa
R RE A Arcella vulgaris + + + +
EIPERELE Askenasia volvox ¥ +
NEIRHIE S Didinium balbianii nanum + + + + + ¥
RUERHGE Didinium nasutum + +
FRREH Epistylis daphniae + + + +
i 1A b R Euplotes eurystomus + + +
KBk R Halterria grandinella + + +
i 95 i H Litonotus obtusus + + +
JtR g Ui Litonotus fasciola + + "
e lal e 5 Strobilidium gyrans + +
R RE R Strombidium viride +
ERYafrsYi Strombidium sulcatum +
HHAE 5 Tintinnopsis sinensis +
B R A et Vorticella campanula + + + + + +
B R Coleps hirtus + +
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Bk R
SLEOETE R

ZETTTEIRE
ARERIR A R
frhed
i 22 1
(CENSSYE
4
TBUSHS 78 ) H
AL
7] s
B AT
Litg:
e
FRAE R R
M FAERE R
X TRAEH |

S 1 LAk R T

BAPIRAE 1R
Fele d

i B T 32 4 HL
RENEBRR
NEEE H
S
MK &
PFREIS

TR EBR LS

7 R EEK &

KRN ER K &
IUTK &
e KRG K &%
KRS K%

S eI

Cinetochilum
margaritaceum

Prorodon virides
Acineta tuberrosa
Metacineta macrocaulis
Trichodina sp.
Uronema nigricans
Oxytricha fallax
Mesodinium pulex
Hastatella radians
Favella campanula
Dysteria pusilla
Cothurnia ceramicola
Rotifera
Seison sp.
Brachionus plicatilis
Conochilus unicornis
Conochilus dossuarius
Colurella adriatica
Colurella uncunata
Rotaria rotatoria
Proales simplex
Synchaeta stylata
Cephalodella exigna
Copepoda
Harpacticoida spp.
Nauplius
Copepodid of Calanoida

Pseudodiaptomus
annandaleu

Pseudodiaptomus ppolesia
Paracalanus parvus
Acartia clausi
Oithona similis

Parthenogenic
zooplankton
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=

ES

%

gk
PRI 4 Chironomidae "
MR8 cypris larva + n
R Dugesia sp. +
4 Nematoda + +
FEIi 4 umbo-veliger " +
AL trochophore larva + +
N4 hexapod larva +

3.3.2. FHMEENMNTEL

PR R B i 5 A0 FE R 2= AR N 1] 5 P o 55— IR UR A1 IR) (R GE ) 5 MBS sh ) T 3 5
g8 2.35 x 10% ind./L, Hrf 1 SibyETEREHIE) 5 x 107 ind /L, BN EASIYIAER L2, 2 ST
A HAE) 3 5t (Fa MR 3R) R 4 5 b (R RV 9R) 25 BE 4390 1.49 x 10 ind /. 5.38 x 10* ind./L 1 4.72
x 10%ind./L, EENFEAZYAME H; 5 ST t) N 1.20 x 10° ind. /L, EBHEI. B HEARAE
. 55U A IR (R B ) 3 NIRRT N 9.14 x 10% ind /L, 1 5t (R Hh )
N 1.28 x 10°ind./L, B R A S ATE L 25 3 5 I (fa RV 5R) AN 4 S i (£ R YR 9R) 43 58 6.70 x 10
ind./L 1 7.92 x 10% ind./L, FE N A H.
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Figure 5. The seasonal dynamics of zooplankton density in different aquaculture pond models

5. FRIFFEMERNZ FIEENF TS

3.3.3. EiFsIEMENEEL

PRUCUR B S AR ) R 2R AN 18] 6 P o 35— IR A TE] (FRGE ) 5 MR R S YT A
YN 12.23 mo/L, b 1 SRR ) 2.00 mo/L, T BB E MRS, 2 S b
R )\ 3 5t (R VR %) A1 4 S 3 (R IR FR) AR ) B 43 3l 1.16 mg/L. 43.96 mg/L F1 4.74 mg/L,
FENFEAGYAE, 5 SibH@iFEM) )y 9.20 mg/L, FENEEA. B YO E NG ER), 3
AN F WS I A& 12.75 mg/L, 1 Sy IECGT IR EHAR) y 34.72 mo/L, EE R KA A 5)
;3 Sl (FAERRFR) AN 4 SIbIE(RIETRFR) 7 A 0.99 mg/L #1 2.54 mg/L, FE NS LK.
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Figure 6. The seasonal dynamics of zooplankton biomass in different aquaculture pond models
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KRN85 B R B = 43 ) 3.05 AT 0.65, 3 5 I (F R VR 37) 2 ARk 48 BORN 1 51 FE Fia idse v o0 N B (o
0.74 1 0.08. 25 _UCHEIHRIGRIEG M), 3 AMNBSERIE 735 2 FEE IR EOIY S FEFa 200 7l v 3.00
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FEPEFR O35 5 FE Fa e IK 73 0) 4 2.71 A1 0.63.

mi wnJj

2 @ S %E *4%\” i
E.[E np E‘E: op & 1 il Hf;a}g

N,’ ﬁ',’ ln,’ ‘—1” on

4.00
3.50

Figure 7. Seasonal variation of diversity index and evenness index of zooplankton in dif-
ferent aquaculture pond models
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B (ANETR) B E S AR R 1 R, b St (Al gr ) B AES Y. R ANBE AR SR 2 Fh. 35 A E
WIRGRIE R ), 1 S MIECH IR i) IR AR B0 3 i, Be /@R 2 F, SRebEiElirsh¥) 1 f. 3 St (f T
IR RSN 1 Fh, B 2 Fh, PR 1 M. 4 SUbE(RINESR)FEAESY 1 A, A3 A, BREK L
Tilro

Table 7. Dominance of some zooplankton in different aquaculture pond models

7. FRFFEMBER A PRI E

KA [A] bLiRY fREEFH(Y > 0.02)

@ F 5 Arcella vulgaris (A 3h4)

[#1¢ 7t Askenasia volvox (J4E514)

B4 B Vorticella campanula (J54E 304)

/NE k% Ht Cephalodella exigna (4& 1)

T 4044 Nauplius (52 £2K)

IR E B2 414k Copepodid of Calanoida (5 /£ )

3 5% . Arcella vulgaris (JFAE5I#)

% 2% Epistylis daphniae (J542304)
BRFEAh B Vorticella campanula (J5 4 3147)
¥ 45 % 1R Brachionus plicatilis (5 )
] B B 3246 e Proales simplex (48 1)
2021.5.12 /INE3L%¢ H Cephalodella exigna (4 #)

W3 5% . Arcella vulgaris (JR2E5h4)
REFEEHE h Synchaeta stylata (58 H)

SERHEE B Didinium nasutum (JR A4 504)
fA] B R 346t Proales simplex (4¢ 4)

Wi e 55 1 Arcella vulgaris (JR4:5h4)

W& 1954 b 5. Euplotes eurystomus (J54:3h4)
¥a41 % 4 i Brachionus plicatilis (46 41)
fi] BT 342 S Proales simplex (48 H)
J#7K & Harpacticoida spp. (1% /23%)
T 4h 4k Nauplius (522 25)

1St

2 S

3 St

4 Sk

5 Sith i

#1475 . Askenasia volvox (J5£E5h4)

%5 2 dt Strombidium viride (54 504)
FH 5T 3 Coleps hirtus (JRA4E5h)

T4k Nauplius (5242 28)

7K E A% L 411E Copepodid of Calanoida (58 /£ 25)
FE T4t umbo-veliger (FEMEIR#501)

Jie |1 4 %5 1 Strobilidium gyrans (J54E 5h4)
2021.6.30 3 i ¥a4y % %t Brachionus plicatilis (46 H)
" 2RI E46 th Synchaeta stylata (%6 1)
TEFi 4k Nauplius (52 £ 25)

M1 . Askenasia volvox (JR2E54)
A4 4 i Brachionus plicatilis (% )

4 FihyE REFEEHE H Synchaeta stylata (58 H)
/NESk# i Cephalodella exigna (3¢ H)
FIKF L4114 Copepodid of Calanoida (1% /£ 2K)

1 5yt
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4. 7Fig
4.1, DUFhFRIEIR K BRIB L FHE R R e B E SR EE B

4.1.1. HyEKBRIBIAFE

TAIE, PR SRR R L, 1 SR R SR AR S R PLE N S . IR R, pH .
AR AAERMK. HERAK. UMREUR. MHEREE SRR T, 1 2 Sith A b R iR % A A
WS AR, SIEHER. B, pHAK. R, JFE =8 R E 0 s R . manit A i
STURREFRARE N, TEA BR 25 18] Y HEAT MR 1) o 2 B IR, R I UK MR AR =R R 2R A

tfF VR SRR L AL, 4 SR FRALIRFR MK T 3 Situdf, RPN pH 2B ACTIRES,
XFER OH-PIRE I KT H+IIREE, St it A WG o, oo TR IR R I fadiR 277 4 — 2 i
FERIE, AT EERRAG 1) KRR REAGS s 2) FK i i a Sk, KEAR
8, WA 3) & SIS K TOeAEMEL, pH A2k %] 9.5 BLE; 4) /K2 H]
BRPEPI R 5 s o

Az A S MR AR, BEIEWE . WE . REK. pH M =R —BHnRE s, FEJE
R ETE L, KIKER, EMERAL, &80 RER, A ERRHNER.

AR R A IR, A HE IR R pH. AR A Y, =R B T EAKE, N
T 5 SRR e 2 1) U

4.1.2. YERIFEMEESH

VB A, DR R A IR I A TE AR O BRI URGR KRN, X5 2 R BT A MG #h 2
RIFRTEI A % DA R AR St I i B A R A A 2 (AP AE 22 57, SR I R IR SR B Jm I A7 e
—E IR G AL

TELIYIE], PUAOCIR RIS AL, FRAE ], 1 5 T MR 5 B A Gt 3R Ve A A A R 2 R
A AR AR SR LS U 2 R SV R, FREEE I, R A R
AECE - DRSO T, Y 2 RN SIVE S Tt s T 2 5 A MR R SR A i 8 57
S, R AR RN SR L LSO T, AR R A AR b DU AT R R AR IR, PRI
ZREEANE IV KT o R R FREEIIE] P, Tt X i e 5 A A b X R R B AR 2 A7
FEE AU RS &5 L, XN S e AT R E RO T )5 35, (BJa & ZREEAS S TRl , X
YA X R IR A AR LA B KR RS BE T, A KRB B RE BRI REOREF— e I A 21 #

BIMEFREGCHLEL, FRA Y, 2RI I Y M R DL AR . BN, BRI LLE
BN L, AR EDREONE, 3 SR IEY SIS T 4 S, RE)E I,
PRI AR R AR B 8, W DL o, AR DRI, 4 SR
T Z AR St T 3 Sl EIREHAIIN, MRS R R, WA SRR ER
DU — S, DLE SRR VR R R AR AL, S UK L 55 10 i DA AT e 5 gk e o A It B PR 3R 22
Ko

AR S B B, SR I, PRI AR AL AR P R S AR A X
ZREVE R S AE T 88K PRI AR AL AN R DL R th Oy, AR I BUBE R 20
F, SRR SIEAL TR . 5 — IR IR N A A SRR A B, 8 B ARDRH I ek R AN 2
RIS, X5 EIRK A BN B VER R VER AT ), MO R S5 KSR THR A 5 BN A 2

ERE AL A IR, FREER ), ORI AR IR AR S At T A e A A R £ R TR AR S
BEE) AR RS AY, TAlTR SR B AT SRR LSRR, X T T 3 R IRFE A S e TR AR
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TR, FTBEATER KB R R BE, RSUEEA, 55— T 2R A K TR Rt X 8 5K 1
DURIFI RV T S5 T B R SR S R 55 A0 — 2K

4.1.3. HYER R E S

VAN, DU R IR R QI (P S AR R 2R BB DLER R AR SRON 3R 5 2 Al BT AL IR ER L 1
FRIAAEIAT G, RN o, SRR K T s 0 b G SRRSO T B 5 (TR A2 A AR T A -
VG e 7 GG b SR o 0 S DR A ML 2 T A7 AE — e 22 e, TR0 h RN R B A7 A2 5 — 58 I T 3
YIRETR B AL

VA, DI ERIRGERE N, 1 5 TR R IR PR St S V30 s 2 R PR AN 2 1k Ak T
wKS, RIS, S IE R R LR By JRA S AN R IO T, B AN AR AR R AR
AN, RGN, S YILER AN SR L R AESI AR 2 RN T, RS 2 AR A A
AWTEE: T2 S5 B IR FR I A IE TR ], s e R SR R AR YR T RS
AN H R xT LSy, ERF S ARk R AV, AEE — IRBE A A, TR R It TR S AR A
ZRENE R SRR T M B A SR AR S, X e T — B RE SRR, JE A RS A R A
XS B TR H A SREAS, s /N, XA e S BOIE E E SRR -

MM IR LR, FRAE TP, 2R B S A A AR REM A Wy 2 LR A s A o
NE, EFSZREEAE S RIC. TR, SRR SR AL b DR A SRR A IO,
WA g 2O, EVE B ERNT, F s AR VT m . IR HIA, ik
R B A G FERE, AR BRI — Sk, DU SRR St A, X
SR R AT RS AR A g AR AL R SR o0, AR R i B 2 S BOX IR KA .

aligr i S AR AR L, FREEP ), TR s R SR AL 3 B DB RS HON ., AR
WUABE RN L, SRR SR TR R KT 5 F — IR a) 3 R At SR AR A L, AR SR e iR
FEOL T HAt s, s N RACEEREAR, B s B SRR AR

ERE LB IR, FRIEAT IS ), B sh W DU Al b SR AR Sh A e R B HS, IX R
PSR A AN, RS TR R FH SR T L, R AR E E IR
. HrA e AR IR A AR A AN Al TR S, B S R IS, AR UM bR
e sE PR

4.2. FEEBRIERESEIL

4.2.1. IKRIFHE

F A b e A R, 7E AT BR S R Y EAT AR 1 TR 2 BE IR A, R UK R IE AR =R
B s P 2 TR AL 7 S W  A J5R AR A ) SR 7 R N SRR, I LR R AORRH iR A HIR AR
FIAEASTIFDEAT SUR, MR ER WA KRB RE . XT pH 5 5 J0 I 75 58 b 35 R £ 0V 75
I, HHE BN AN E A SIS O R, FRAR pH (EAERECLAU R #5t: 1) KEHIKRK): 2) B0K
FRMEMR (IR . TR ERERSS): 3) PRGA IR, WINA WMIEHE: 4) WD IFFHEINEE, 5%
HERVOERA 9], fUFRIRBEA TSR T KRR, (BB 60 T AR AR A, R KA =
B TSR, R D U, % DL s AR A R e

4.22. BEEESHEREE
W AT H BN R TR AR A R A0 R SR AR 2 DA S S VR SRS AR R, HB
FERIREE RS AR B H R AT AR, WoRERI SR GG, 2R B R F BN EUTER
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WIEF= AN R, N5 EMIERSEAEMA; N Mok ek, duE - RS X AU i,
BRI B AR E AR, W RES SEGRIA 2 ML s SLAMEE =Y A BAE IV, nFkfE—
i R M ORI K A AE A, ) R A0 18] R A A P R T 5 R, [ K 2R 7 A A A mT oy i R (AR 8E BH 3% B
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4.2.3. BRI BL

RSN AL C A 2 PR R b o B, LA AR s B L, BRI Eh N
R HEAT HEAE 26 95 S DU e ENTFE, RN+ Bk, BEmBi0 KB sh M e (a8 5, b
KRG EY R . Ak, NAZE— 0 B NS s I AN A, 3 ] 38 5 o il 3 Je 5 R
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B, AN IRIE SRR AR, AT B R s N R E
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L5 LU A TR A, T O I TR AR 2 rp A M R R TR AE AR A pH L AR PRI 2, =5
WAL T RO, RBE D R I R SIME IR pH RIS AR, 0 sl e A
SIFE R, IV SO CARVE s AR QR DL W R v 9 U IELEAIR S pH AN = BRI AR S
IR E IR AR

AR FRIAE N B D R R S AT AR 22 5, L rp oI R AR R AR A TR G T S AT S 2 e v
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